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Abstract

We propose a model to simulate different traffic-flow conditions in terms
of quantum graphs hosting an (N+1)-level dot at each site. Our model
allows us to keep track of the type and of the destination of each vehicle.
The traffic flow inside the system is encoded in a proper set of Lindbla-
dian local dissipators that describe the time evolution of the system den-
sity matrix. Taking advantage of the invariance of the Lindblad master
equation under inhomogeneous transformations we derive the quantum
Hamiltonian for the bulk dynamics in a proper experimental setup.

Keywords: Traffic flow, Traffic jam, Lindblad master equation, Open
quantum systems

1 Introduction

In the last years, despite some initial skepticism, quantum methods turned out
to be an excellent tool to describe the dynamics of classical complex macro-
scopic systems in a rich variety of fields as biology, social science, finance,
logistics. While the literature is too wide to be reported here, a detailed review
of different quantum approaches and an extended bibliography for each topic
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can be found, for example, in Refs. [1–8]. A huge number of analytical and
numerical approaches to the traffic problem consist in modeling traffic as a
fluid flow, or as a gas of interacting particles. Other approaches, like Cellu-
lar Automaton (CA) models or Fock space technique, adopt a microscopical
description where vehicles are treated as particles moving on a discrete lattice.
Within this second framework, we have recently introduced a fully quantum
formulation in terms of a Markovian Master Lindblad Equation (LE) descrip-
tion for the density matrix [9]. In our model, the classical stochastic rules for
the time evolution are encoded into a set of so-called Lindblad operators act-
ing on a proper Hilbert space. The Lindblad operators are chosen in order to
preserve vehicle number conservation and monodirectional flows in the bulk,
but are also able to introduce open boundary conditions on the border of the
system. Such an approach gives us full access to both the steady state flow
and the time evolution away from the steady-state: this allows for a complete
description of the system dynamics without resorting, a priori, to any mean
field approximation. Finally, despite the traffic flow is a classic problem, a full
quantum statistical formulation opens up the possibility to use spin systems
or cold atoms systems as microscopic simulators of real traffic situations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.(2) we briefly review the approach
introduced in Ref.[9], introduce the recipe to build the Fock space of a generic
network, the LE, and the Lindblad jump operators and discuss the invariance
properties under inhomogeneous transformations. In Sec.(3) we discuss the
Totally Asymmetric Simple Exclusion Process (TASEP) model, that describes
the flow of a single type of vehicles on a monodirectional line, and present
Lindblad operators and the underlying spin Hamiltonian. In Sec.(4) we intro-
duce the two-species TASEP model to describe the monodirectional flow of
two different type of vehicles, with different driving behaviors. In Sec.(5) we
discuss the two-line TASEP model which permits also the description of the
overtaking process. Sec.(6) concludes our study.

2 The model

In this section we review the (N+1)-level system for traffic model developed
in Ref.[9]. The main idea is to divide a generic road network into sections
of length a, where a is the mean dimension of a vehicle. Then, we describe
each section as a quantum (N + 1)-level dot. The state |0〉 corresponds to an
empty road section, while the other N states describe different vehicle types
and destinations. Such states are orthogonal to each other and on each site we
introduce the operators: σj,0 = |j〉 〈0| (σ0,j = |0〉 〈j| ), that create (destroy)
a given vehicle-destination combination, and σj′,j = |j′〉 〈j| that describe a
vehicle of given type changing its destination or driving behavior. These oper-

ators satisfy the conditions σi,jσk,λ = δj,kσi,λ, σ†i,j = σj,i and
N∑
j=0

σj,j = 1. As

a consequence the dot can only be empty or occupied by a single vehicle/des-
tination combination as it is impossible to create more than one vehicle on the
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same site. The Hilbert space for the complete network is a tensor product of
the single-site Hilbert spaces. The basis vectors are defined as

|j1, . . . , jL〉 = |j1〉 ⊗ . . .⊗ |jL〉 , (1)

while the creation, annihilation and conversion operators acting on a given dot
` are realized as the tensor product of (L− 1) identity matrices of dimension
N` ×N` and the σi,j operator at the site `, that is

σ
(`)
i,j = I⊗ . . .⊗ σi,j ⊗ . . .⊗ I . (2)

Finally, the incoherent (classical) dynamics of the open quantum system is
expressed in terms of a LE for the time evolution of the density matrix ρ(t),
describing the interaction between different dots and between the bound-
ary dots and a set of external reservoirs in terms of the jump, or Lindblad,
operators, Lk:

ρ̇ (t) =
∑
k

(
Lkρ (t)L†k −

1

2

{
L†kLk, ρ (t)

})
, (3)

where k labels all the different Lindblad jump operators.
In our model we introduce two kinds of jump operators. Operators of the

first kind act locally on the boundary sites, creating and destroying vehi-
cles; instead, operators of the second kind describe the incoherent stochastic
transport of vehicles, thus playing a role similar to the Hamiltonian govern-
ing the coherent transport in the Liouvillian equation. All these operators can

be expressed in terms of the σ
(`)
i,j operators. The creation and annihilation

Lindblad operators are defined as

L(`)
in,j =

√
Γ
(`)
j σ

(`)
j,0

L(`)
out,j =

√
γ
(`)
j σ

(`)
0,j , (4)

where Γ
(`)
j and γ

(`)
j , with ` a boundary site, are the coupling constants to

inject (in) or remove (out) a vehicle of kind j. They encode all the information
regarding the “environment” that lies outside the system we are interested
in. The hopping operators that move a given vehicle from the site ` to the
neighboring site `′ are, in the simplest case, defined as

L(`,`′)
hop,j,j′ =

√
t
(`,`′)
j,j′ σ

(`′)
j′,0σ

(`)
0,j , (5)

with t
(`,`′)
j,j′ the coupling constant associated to the hopping process that moves

a vehicle from position ` to position `′ and possibly change its type from j
to j′. However, less trivial hopping processes can be easily introduced, as we
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do in the following sections, multiplying the hopping operator in Eq.(5) by a
string operator, O, that defines the condition under which the hopping process
occurs. The LE should contain only jump operators between neighboring sites
in accordance with the correct driving directions, while the string operator O
can be nonlocal. All coupling constants can be time dependent.

As claimed in Ref.[9], this approach allows to treat at the same level classi-
cal incoherent evolution, and pure quantum coherent evolution, thus opening
the possibility to use quantum dot systems as experimental devices to simu-
late classical traffic behavior. Furthermore it allows to convert CA descriptions
of the traffic-flow problem into a quantum formalism. Indeed, Lindblad oper-
ators can be directly inherited from the transition rules of the CA models,
taking advantage of the formal analogy between classical stochastic processes
and quantum mechanical formalism.

Apparently, in Eq.(3) the coherent evolution of a quantum lattice system,
i.e. the Liouvillian-von Neumann contribution, is missing [10]. Indeed, the full
quantum time evolution of the density matrix of an open quantum system
should be

ρ̇ (t) = −i [H, ρ] +
∑
k

(
Lkρ (t)L†k −

1

2

{
L†kLk, ρ (t)

})
, (6)

where at the right-hand side of Eq.(6) the first term describes the unitary
evolution of the quantum system due its own Hamiltonian H. In our master
equation formalism for the traffic problem the coherent evolution seems miss-
ing from the dynamics, see Eq.(3), as we set H = 0. This would induce to
think that the comparison with a truly quantum system is incomplete and that
it is not possible to simulate a classical traffic problem on a proper quantum
device, as its intrinsic dynamics induced by the Hamiltonian is missing in our
formulation. However, this is not true and we address this point in this paper.
Indeed, the coherent dynamics can be reintroduced by a proper redefinition of
the Lindblad operators making advantage of LE invariance properties: follow-
ing Ref.[11], the LE is invariant under inhomogeneous transformations, that
is

Lk ≡
√
γkOk → L̂k =

√
γk (Ok + akI) ,

H → Ĥ = H +
γk
2i

∑
k

(
a∗kLk − akL

†
k

)
, (7)

with ak complex numbers.
In the following section we make use of the classical-to-quantum correspon-

dence of our formalism in some simple cases and apply Eq.(7) to derive the
quantum Hamiltonian that could describe the dynamics of an experimental
setup. Vice versa, given an experimental setup with a proper Hamiltonian, the
inhomogeneous transformation tells us how to modify the Lindblad operators
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(from the ones obtained, for example, from a classical CA without coherent
evolution) in order to reproduce the same classical behavior.

3 TASEP model

The simplest system that can be described by our formalism is the open bound-
ary TASEP model that describes the monodirectional motion along a 1D line
of hardcore particles (i.e. vehicles) on a lattice. In this framework, vehicles
are injected from one site of the line and removed from the other endpoint
[12, 13]. Having only one kind of vehicles and one possible destination the sys-
tem is described in terms of (N = 2)-level quantum dots. For a line of length
L, the TASEP model is reproduced by setting H = 0 and by introducing the
following set of Lindblad jump operators

L(1)
in =

√
Γσ

(1)
1,0 ,

L(L)
out =

√
γσ

(L)
0,1 , (8)

L(`)
hop =

√
t(`)σ

(`+1)
1,0 σ

(`)
0,1 , 1 ≤ ` ≤ (L− 1) ,

where |0〉 is for an empty road section and |1〉 corresponds to an occupied
section; Γ and γ are the coupling constants for the incoming and outgoing
flows, while the t(`) are the hopping coupling constants. The coupling constants
can in general depend on time, t (see Fig.(1) for a pictorial representation).

Fig. 1 Pictorial representation of the TASEP model. Vehicles are injected from the first site
and removed from the last site with rates Γ and γ, respectively. Vehicles can jump between
two adjacent sites ` and ` + 1, from left to right, with rate t(`), only if the destination site
is empty.

Applying Eq.(7) we can shift the bulk hopping Lindblad operators, L(`)
hop, by

a constant in order to introduce the effective quantum Hamiltonian

L(`)
hop → L̂

(`)
hop =

√
t(`)
(
σ
(`+1)
1,0 σ

(`)
0,1 + a`I

)
,

H = 0→ Ĥ =
1

2i

∑
`

t(`)
(
a∗`σ

(`+1)
1,0 σ

(`)
0,1 − a`σ

(`+1)
0,1 σ

(`)
1,0

)
. (9)



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

6 Article Title

If we set a` = 2i and reinterpret the basis vectors as the spin-up and spin-
down projection states along z of a spin-1/2 particle, i.e. |0〉 → | ↓〉 and
|1〉 → | ↑〉, we can map our system into an XX spin chain [14] described by
the Hamiltonian Ĥ

Ĥ = −
∑
`

t(`)
(
σ
(`+1)
+ σ

(`)
− + σ

(`+1)
− σ

(`)
+

)
, (10)

where σi, i = x, y, z, are the Pauli matrix and σ± = σx ± iσy. It follows that

an XX spin chain plus the Lindblad operators L(1)
in , L(L)

out and L̂(`)
hop is a good

experimental setup to simulate the classical TASEP model.

4 Two-species TASEP

For a line of length L, the two-species TASEP model [15], i.e. a TASEP model
with two distinct vehicle types that could correspond to different destinations
or speeds, is reproduced by setting N = 3, H = 0 and by introducing the
following set of Lindblad jump operators

L(1)
in,k =

√
Γkσ

(1)
k,0 ,

L(L)
out,k =

√
γkσ

(L)
0,k , (11)

L(`)
hop,k =

√
t
(`)
k σ

(`+1)
k,0 σ

(`)
0,k , 1 ≤ ` ≤ (L− 1) , k = 1, 2 ,

where |0〉 is for an empty road section and |1〉, |2〉 correspond to a section
occupied by a vehicle of kind 1 or 2 respectively; Γk and γk are the coupling

constants for the incoming and outgoing flows, while the t
(`)
k are the hopping

coupling constants, from site ` to site `+1, for vehicles of species k (see Fig.(2)
for a pictorial representation).

Fig. 2 Pictorial representation of the two-species TASEP model. Two different kinds of
vehicles, labeled with index k = 1, 2, are injected from the first site and removed from the
last site with rates Γk and γk, respectively. Vehicles can jump between two adjacent sites `

and `+ 1, from left to right, with rate t
(`)
k , only if the destination site is empty.
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Applying again Eq.(7) to shift the bulk hopping Lindblad operators, L(`)
hop,k,

by a constant, we have

L(`)
hop,k → L̂

(`)
hop,k =

√
t
(`)
k

(
σ
(`+1)
k,0 σ

(`)
0,k + a`,kI

)
,

H = 0→ Ĥ =
1

2i

∑
`,k

t
(`)
k

(
a∗`,kσ

(`+1)
k,0 σ

(`)
0,k − a`,kσ

(`+1)
0,k σ

(`)
k,0

)
. (12)

In order to recover an analogy with a spin system, we interpret the basis
vectors as the spin-up, spin-down and spin-0 projection states along z of a
spin-1 particle, i.e. |0〉 → |0〉, |1〉 → | ↑〉 and |2〉 → | ↓〉. If we now set a`,k = 4i
and introduce the Pauli matrices equivalent for spin-1 [16]

Σx =
1√
2

 0 1 0
1 0 1
0 1 0

 , Σy =
i√
2

 0 −1 0
1 0 −1
0 1 0

 , Σz =

 1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −1

 , (13)

we can introduce the mapping

σ
(j)
1,0 →

1√
2

Σ
(`)
+

(
1 + Σ(`)

z

)
,

σ
(`)
2,0 →

1√
2

Σ
(`)
−

(
1− Σ(`)

z

)
,

σ
(`)
0,1 →

1√
2

Σ
(`)
− Σ(`)

z ,

σ
(`)
0,2 → −

1√
2

Σ
(`)
+ Σ(`)

z , (14)

so that the Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ = −
∑
`

[
t
(`)
1 Σ

(`+1)
+

(
Σ(`+1)
z + 1

)
Σ

(`)
− Σ(`)

z + t
(`)
2 Σ

(`+1)
−

(
Σ(`+1)
z − 1

)
Σ

(`)
+ Σ(`)

z

]
+ h.c. , (15)

where Σ± = Σx±iΣy and the Σz that appears in the Hamiltonian is the string
operator needed in order to avoid the conversion of a vehicle of type 1 into a
vehicle of type 2 and vice versa.

5 Two-line TASEP model

Let us consider a two-lane monodirectional road, with a regular lane (y = 1)
and a fast lane (y = 2), in presence of a single kind of vehicle. Vehicles mainly
move on lane (y = 1), however we introduce the possibility for a vehicle to
overtake another vehicle in front of it, taking advantage of the fast line. Having
only one kind of vehicles and one possible destination (the generalization to the
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two-line two-species TASEP model is trivial applying the recipe given in this
and the previous sections) the system is again described in terms of (N = 2)-
level quantum dots. However, for a line of length L, we have now 2L quantum
dots labeled as (x, y), with x = 1, ..., L and y = 1, 2. The two-line TASEP
model is reproduced by setting H = 0 and by introducing the following set of
Lindblad jump operators

L(1,1)
in =

√
Γσ

(1,1)
1,0 ,

L(L,1)
out =

√
γσ

(L,1)
0,1 ,

L(`,1)
hop =

√
t(`,1)σ

(`+1,1)
1,0 σ

(`,1)
0,1 , 1 ≤ ` ≤ (L− 1) ,

L(`,2)
hop =

√
t(`,2)σ

(`+1,2)
1,0 σ

(`,2)
0,1 σ

(`,1)
1,1 , 2 ≤ ` ≤ (L− 2) , (16)

L(`)
ove =

√
o(`)σ

(`+1,2)
1,0 σ

(`,1)
0,1 σ

(`+1,1)
1,1 , 1 ≤ ` ≤ (L− 3) ,

L(`)
ret =

√
r(`)σ

(`+1,1)
1,0 σ

(`,2)
0,1 σ

(`,1)
0,0 , 2 ≤ ` ≤ (L− 1) ,

where |0〉 is for an empty road section and |1〉 corresponds to an occupied
section; Γ and γ are the coupling constants for the incoming and outgoing
flows from the regular line, while the t(`,2) and t(`,1) are the hopping coupling
constants, with t(`,2) > t(`,1). Finally, o(`) is the overtaking coupling constant
and r(`) is the coupling constant for the return from overtaking. The overtaking
can take place only if the following section road is occupied and the vehicle
returns to the regular line as soon as the regular line next to it is empty (see
Fig.(3) for a pictorial representation).

Fig. 3 Pictorial representation of the two-line TASEP model. Vehicles are injected from
the first site and removed from the last site with rates Γ and γ, respectively. Vehicles can
jump between two adjacent sites ` and ` + 1, from left to right, with rate t(j,i), only if the
destination site is empty. Vehicles can also overtake another vehicle in front on them, taking
advantage of the fast line. The overtaking is described in terms of the rates o(`) and r(`).

Applying Eq.(7), we can shift the bulk Lindblad operators, L(`,y)
hop , L(`)

ove and

L(`)
ret, by a constant in order to introduce the effective quantum Hamiltonian

L(`,1)
hop → L̂

(`,1)
hop =

√
t(`,1)

(
σ
(`+1,1)
1,0 σ

(`,1)
0,1 + a`I

)
,
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L(`,2)
hop → L̂

(`,2)
hop =

√
t(`,2)

(
σ
(`+1,2)
1,0 σ

(`,2)
0,1 σ

(`,1)
1,1 + a`I

)
,

L(`)
ove → L̂(`)

ove =
√
o(`)

(
σ
(`+1,2)
1,0 σ

(`,1)
0,1 σ

(`+1,1)
1,1 + a`I

)
,

L(`)
ret → L̂

(`)
ret =

√
r(`)

(
σ
(`+1,1)
1,0 σ

(`,2)
0,1 σ

(`,1)
0,0 + a`I

)
,

H = 0→ Ĥ =
1

2i

L−1∑
`=1

t(`,1)
(
a∗`σ

(`+1,1)
1,0 σ

(`,1)
0,1 − a`σ

(`+1,1)
0,1 σ

(`,1)
1,0

)
+

1

2i

L−2∑
`=2

t(`,2)
(
a∗`σ

(`+1,2)
1,0 σ

(`,2)
0,1 σ

(`,1)
1,1 − a`σ

(`+1,2)
0,1 σ

(`,2)
1,0 σ

(`,1)
1,1

)
+

1

2i

L−3∑
`=1

o(`)
(
a∗`σ

(`+1,2)
1,0 σ

(`,1)
0,1 σ

(`+1,1)
1,1 − a`σ(`+1,2)

0,1 σ
(`,1)
1,0 σ

(`+1,1)
1,1

)
+

1

2i

L−1∑
`=2

r(`)
(
a∗`σ

(`+1,1)
1,0 σ

(`,2)
0,1 σ

(`,1)
0,0 − a`σ

(`+1,1)
0,1 σ

(`,2)
1,0 σ

(`,1)
0,0

)
. (17)

If we set a` = 2i and reinterpret the basis vectors as the spin-up and spin-down
projection states along z of a spin-1/2 particle, i.e. |0〉 → | ↓〉 and |1〉 → | ↑〉,
we can map our system into a spin ladder described by the Hamiltonian Ĥ

Ĥ = −
L−1∑
`=1

t(`,1)σ
(`+1,1)
+ σ

(`,1)
− −

L−2∑
`=2

t(j,2)σ
(`+1,2)
+ σ

(`,2)
−

(
σ(`,1)
z + 1

)
− 1

2

L−3∑
`=1

o(`)σ
(`+1,2)
+ σ

(`,1)
−

(
σ(`+1,1)
z + 1

)
− 1

2

L−1∑
`=2

r(`)σ
(`+1,1)
+ σ

(`,2)
−

(
σ(`,1)
z − 1

)
+ h.c , (18)

where σi, i = x, y, z, are the Pauli matrix and σ± = σx ± iσy. It follows that

a spin ladder plus the Lindblad operators L(1)
in , L(L)

out, L̂
(`,y)
hop , L̂(`)

ove and L̂(`)
ret is a

good experimental setup for simulate the classical two-line TASEP model.

6 Conclusions

In this paper we discussed a master equation quantum approach for the
description of the traffic problem by means of a graph of multilevel quan-
tum dots coupled to external reservoirs. The jumps from/to the system and
the internal flows are encoded into a set of Lindblad operators. The proposed
formulation provides a microscopic description of a macroscopic system and
allows to map a classical problem onto a quantum one paving the way to
simulating traffic flow through quantum systems. Although in the original for-
mulation of our approach [9] an explicit quantum Hamiltonian looks missing,
we have shown that, taking advantage of the invariance properties of the LE,
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it is possible to unveil the correct combination of Hamiltonian and Lindblad
operators that describe the current dynamics making the classical-to-quantum
formulation more evident. The results shown in this paper can be easily gener-
alized to the full network problem discussed in [9]. This allows to suggest how to
extend results coming from classical CA algorithms [17–20] to implement junc-
tion of fermionic or spin chains as well as junctions hosting exotic realizations
of the Kondo effect [21–29] as quantum playground for traffic flow simulations.
It is worth to note that, due the strong duality between CA rules and Lind-
blad jump operators, we believe that the master equation approach discussed
in this paper in the context of traffic models, could be applied to other macro-
scopic systems as well. It follows that a comparison between LE approach and
other quantum methods applied to complex classical systems, like for exam-
ple the (H, ρ)-induced dynamics [30] or non-Hermitian Hamiltonian formalism
[31, 32], would be extremely interesting and worth investigating.
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